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the press stopped paying attention to
the hazards of smoking. The high
points are these:

First, more people are dying from
lung cancer than ever before, and
medical science keeps discovering new
and more appalling ways in which
cigarettes can be fatal. Second, ciga-
rette sales are booming—up 30 per
cent since 1969—and more youngsters
are acquiring thes habit than ever
before. Third, public policy about
smoking, which once tried to help
smokers stop and keep kids from
starting, has taken a different tack. All
the clamor about smoke-free zones
and protection for the non-smoker
has, in effect, told those who do
smoke, “Go ahead and kill yourself,
you dumb asshole, but don’t do it on
the elevator.” And fourth, the maga-
zines and newspapers, prominent mor-
alizers that they were about getting
cigarette ads off the airwaves, have
picked up virtually all the advertising
money that used to go to television.
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The Epidemic

Since the perils of cigarettes have
been a boring topic for the press in
the last few years, the recent scientific
data comes as a surprise. To begin
_ with, there have been two epidemio-
' logical developments of particularly
ugly significance. The first, connected
with the trend reported in Time, is the
epidemic of lung cancer which has
apparently just begun. Even though
many thousands of people have quit
smoking in the last ten years, more
and more die of lung cancer each year.
This is a perfectly predictable, statis-
tical result of previous trends.

At the beginning of this century,
when cigarettes were still an esoteric
taste, the mortality rates from lung

per 100,000. Most of those wio died
were elderly, having developed the
disease at the end of a long life; few
were in their forties or even fifties.
Then, around the time of World War I,
more men began smoking, both in

6

cancer were about one or two people .

America and elsewhere in the world,
For a while, there was no dramatic

difference in the mortality rates. That

was because lung cancer, like most
other forms of th2 disease, requires a
certain “latency pariod” between ex-
posure to ths carcinogen and active
growth of the maliznancy.

The latency pariod for lung cancer
seems to be sometiiing like 20 years.
In 1934, roughly 20 years after the
smoking boom, ths mortality rate

. from lung cancer among men was 5.3

per 100,000. By 1940 it had nearly
doubled, to 9.4, and ten years later
had nearly doubled again, to 19.5.
Ten years after that, in 1960, the
mortality rate had risen by another 90

er cent, to 36 per 100,000; by 1969,
it had increased by yet another 80 per
cent, to 63. '

As the cancer boom picks up

steam, women will play a prominent
part. The authors of an article called
“The Changing Epidemiology of Lung
Cancer—Increasing Incidence in
Women™ reported in AMedical Clinics
of North America last March, “Mor-
tality rates for men with lung cancer
began rising sharply 'in the 1930,
approximately 20 years after signifi-
cant numbers of men began smoking
cigarettes. The mortality rate for
women is now simiiar to that of men
in 1930.” Women smokers protect

themselves, relatively speaking, by |

smoking fewer cigarsttes each day
than men, inhaling less deeply and
choosing brands with less “tar’’; none-
theless they are catching up. The New
York Times reported, in its article on
the cancer boom, that scientists feel it
tepresants the “‘musihicooming of a
long-forecasted epidzmic of lung can-
cer among womzn.” {Not far from
that story, the Tinwes, too, ran a
number of enormous cigarette ads.)
“Most of the increase we’re seeing
now is from womzn who took up
smoking after World War II” says
Donalil  Schopiand of the govern-
ment’s anti-sinoking organization, the
National Clearinghouse for Smoking
and  Health,
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MEMORANDUM

July 5, 1977

To: The President N \/f /

From: Morris B. Abram “ l\\\b' ~
S\

Why Portions of the American Jewish

Community are Concerned with the

Present Posture of U.S./Israeli/Arab
Relations

Circumstances have recently developed which make
Israel appear stiff-necked and intransigent and the Arab 2
states conciliatory. The reverse is the case and has been
since Israel was born.

In 1948, Israel accepted the UN Resolution. The
Arabs attacked. Subsequently, the Armistice was never observed

by the Arabs. I personally recall that in 1964 as an American

citizen I could not travel from Israel to the Wailing Wall, nor,
of course, did any Israeli have access even to Hebrew University
on Mt. Scopus. Numerous deadly Arab violations of the cease
fire in Jerusalem and desecrations of the Holy City by the Arabs
occurred in violation of the Armistice from 1948 to 1967.

In 1956, the Israelis, under American pressure, did

not pursue certain victory for a promise underwritten, inter alia,

by the Ur ed States that the Suez Canal would be open to Israeli

shipping. It never was.



In 1967, Nasser unilaterally ordered the withdrawal
of UN troops leading to a war. Israel defeated the Arab armies
but again halted its armies at the request of the United States.
This restraint did nothing to secure Israel against the terrorism
which later escalated.

In 1970, again on U.S. initiatiye, Israel drew back
from the Suez Canal though Egypt, in violation of understandings,
seeded the area from which Israel withdrew with missiles.

The fact is that Israel has always been prepared to
meet with Arab states face to face to negotiate a genuine peace
and deal with all outstanding reciprocal grievances and issues.
The Arabs are not.

Peace has to have a beginning. From 1948 until today

the Arab ambassadors and leaders studiously shun all Israeli
representatives. Ambassador Chaim Herzog of Israel -- as his
predecessors —-- is willing, of course, to shake hands with his
Arab counterparts, but is treated by them as a non-person.
President Sadat and President Asgssad, despite whatever assurances
they have privately given the President of the United States,
have so far failed to tell their Arab publics that they desire

a peace recognizing the independence and security of the State

of Israel.*

* 1In the New York Times of July 2, President Sadat is reported
to have told President Carter the following:

"T told him simply that if we resurrected Jesus
Christ and Prophet Mohammed together, they would
not be able to persuade Moslem or Christian Arabs
to open the borders with Israel after 29 years of
hatred, four wars, rivers of blood and massacres."



It is inconceivable that Israel would want perhaps
1 million Arabs incorporated within its state in preference to
a genuine peace -- one evidenced, for example, by the simple
act of a handshake in public, or an announcement over Cairo
and Damascus radios of what President Sadat and Assad must be
saying to President Carter. (If that is impossible, then one
must assume that the political conditions within these leading
Arab states make peace impossible.)

I now raise the critical question: Which party is
intransigent, stiff-necked and unyielding and pursues a non-
negotiable posture? If, as it is sometimes argued, the Arabs
cannot adopt a different point of view because Israel is occupy-
ing land seized since 1967, why was the same attitude prevalent
since 1948 when Israel was occupying lands to which apparently
there is no juridical dispute.

Yet the problems are grave and must be resolved.

The issues as I see them are basically chemical: Arab
pride; Israeli insecurity and feeling that previous actions in
exchange for promises have yielded them nothing. The fact is
that Arabs have never comprehensively and publicly accepted the
legitimacy of a Jewish state in the Middle East.

If the Arabs would take concrete and public steps to
indicate a desire for friendship, I am sure that Israel would be
happy to trade territory for the sense of security that would be

sO engendered.



United States Stake

Our national stake in good relations with the Arabs
are obvious:

1. Strategic, particularly in relation to the USSR.

2. 0il to ourselves and our even more oil-dependent
allies.

3. The abatement of a constant threat of war which
might lead to nuclear destruction.

4. The danger of transfer of currencies built on

petrodollars.

Our stake in Israel is so complex that it cannot be
described in mere tangibles. Suffice it to say:

1. Israel is a consistently faithful and ideologically
compatible ally.

2. On more than one occasion it has furnished the
United States war materiel of the USSR not otherwise available.

3. A break in U.S./Israel relations leading to a war
of annihilation in the Middle East would present an emotional
and moral issue which would rend the fabric of American society.
The whole idea is unthinkable and has been to every decent,
responsible, political, civic and moral leader of the United

States.



A Suggestion for Conflict Resolution

Absolutely nothing will happen soon or in the future
to resolve the questions of boundaries, Palestinians or Jerusalem
until there is a climactic change in the political weather

between the Arab states and Israel. Israel must be told in no

uncertain terms that she must abide by the terms of Security

Council Resolution 242, but the Arabs must be told that the

United States will put no pressure on Israel to do so until the

Arabs have taken the first concrete and public steps towards

peace so necessary to relieve Israeli anxieties, steps which

the Israelis have always been willing to take.

Postscript

The French surrendered at Sedan and a peace followed;
the Germans surrendered at Versailles and peace followed; the
Japanese (to whom face is supposed to amount to a good deal)
surrendered on board the Missouri and a peace followed. In our
own country, General Lee presented a model of public reconcilia-
tion after Appomatox. What is there so peculiar about the Arabs
that they must be humored and excepted from the normal relations
between states which say they want peace? The answer is they
should not be and they should be so told.

Just imagine what a difference it would make if as
President Carter suggested on June 6, 1976, the Arab governments

ended the embargo and official hostile propaganda against Israel!





